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Abslnct 

The ImroJuilory part cf a research arlicle iRA) u iwy tmporlanl because in ihLs teclion 
writers must argue about the importance of their research topic and protect so that they 
can attract their readers ' attention to read the whole article. This study analyzes Hi 
introductions written by Indonesian writers in social scieiKes and humanities journals. It 
focuses on how they justify their research topics and research projects •( corpus cf2U0 
research articles written in Indonesian by Indonesian writers and published in 
Indonesian research journals mhu analyzed in this study. Following the problem 
justifying project tP JPj mode! suggested hy .irsyad 12001), the anahses were conducted 
by using the genre-based analvsis of test communicatne purpose of ‘more' and 'step' 

The re.iult of this study indicates that Indonesian writers juttfy their research project 
introducing the actual research topic, identify ing the research problem, and res iewing 
the current knowledge and practices 

Keywords: introduction research article, rhetorical style 

Abstrak 

Bagian pendahuluan adalah hagian yang sangat penting dalam xehuah arlikel lurmd 
pcnelitian karena di bagian ini penults harus berargumen akwi peniingnya lopik Jan 
kegiatan pcnelitian mereka sehingga pemhaca Irrtarik uniuk memluKa seluruh artikcl 
lersebul Penelilian ini heriujuan untuk menganalisis hagian pendahuluan artikei lurnal 
peneiuian y ang ditulis daiam hahasa Indonesia oleh pcneiili Indonesia dalam bldang 
ilmu-ilmu sosial dan humaniiira Fokus penelaian adalah tentang bogaimana /wnulis 
membenkan penjelasan uniuk memperialiaiikan lopik penelilian dan kegiatan penelitlan 
mereka Sehuah korpus Jengan 200 artikei penelilian herbahasa Indonesia rang 
dilerbilkan dalam jiirnal penelilian Indonesia idah dipdih uniuk penelilian ini Oengan 
menggunakan model problem justifying project 1 P.IP) yang disarankan oleh .4rsyad 
12001), analisis dilakukan dengan menggunakan anahsis bcrbasis genre melatui anail.su 
unil-unil berdasarkon lujuan kmumkalif /lasil penelilian menuniukk.m bahwa penida 
Indonesia memhetikan penjelasan uniuk memperlahankan penetuum mereka Jengan 
mcmpetkenalkan lopik penelilian. mengidentifikasi musalah penelilian, serta menelaah 
pcngelahiian Jan praktik lerkail sua! ini 

Kata kunci: pendahuluan, artikei peneiitian, gaya relorika 

INTRODLCTION 

Research publicatHHi is veiy iinpnrtiint tor lescarchcrs because a irscarch activity has not been 
completed if its results are mil published in a scientific journal, Research findings will have 
practical economic and social impacts if they arc published. Rifai ( IW5). in a rather harsh lone, 
suggests that all tesearchers who have received research fund from the government must publish 
their research results in a scientific journal as an accountability on the use of public fund, and 
those who do not comply with this can be regarded as unlawful and should be lakcn to court. He 
further slates that researchers are obliged to publish the research findings because ll»e ntui 
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objective of a scientific study is to give a solution to a specific problem. Similariy. Swales 
([•WO) suggests that researchers must disseminate their research findings because a research 
project is not yet completed until the results are made available to the wider research 
community. Therefore, publication in journals is considered us tlie major route to tenure, 
promotion, and research grants in an academic life (Swales. 1990) 

The most appropriate means of disseminating research findings is through publication 
of research articles (R.^s) in scientific journals. R.^s enable scholan and scieiitists to 
communicate with each other in order to enhance their credibility. To attain professional 
success, researchers must understand and have the ability to compose in this genre 
(BerVenkoiier and Huckin. 1995). Likewise. Indonesian researchers must be able to write RAs 
well so that they can publish their research articles not only in accredited national joumal.s but 
also in reputable international journals. 

.According to Swales ( 1990). tlie RA, which is the key genre of the academic discourse, 
has a dynamic relationship w ith all other public research-process genres, such as abstracts, theses 
and dissertations, presentations, grant proposals, bocks and monographs. RAs should also be 
given prominence because of their sipificant quantity. Swales (1990) suggests that about five 
million RAs in all disciplines and all languages are published every year. This situation implies 
that a very large number of people involved in the production and comprehension of tliis genre. 
Swales (1990) fiirlher states that “... research articles are a gargantuan genre and. consequently, 
they have become the standard product of the knowledge-manufacturing industries” (p 95). 

One of the most important seetion.s in an RA is the inttodiiction section because it i,s the 
first section readers will read after the abstract. Thus, if readers are not impressed with it. they 
will unlikely continue reading the next sections of the article (.Arsyad. 2001; Swales and Na^ar. 
1987). The introduction section of an R.A fiinclions to motivate readers to tead the entire article, 
and therefore, this section must be written in an interesting and convincing way. According to 
Belcher (2009). the main purpose of this section is to ‘provide enough information for the 
readers to be able to undeistand your argument and its stakes’ (pJIOO). Correspondingly, Svvalcs 
and Peak (1994) state that there are two main purposes of the introduction section; to ghe a 
logical reason for the article and to provoke readers to read iL However, the ways writers 
rhetorically present the arguments in their RA introduction will determine whether or not 
readers are impressed and convinced and whether or not they will continue reading the article. 

Writing an R.\ introduction in a particular discipline is not easy especially for 
university students and nov ice wnters. Swales (1990) claims that for most writers writing an 
introduction is more difiicult than writing the other sections of the article because in the 
introduction section writers have to provide the right amount and the right kind of information 
necessary for the readers to understand the research topic and research ptojeci (p.l37). In 
addition, the RA iniwducikm should be convincingly argumentative and persuasive as well as 
interestingly informative because this is the place where writers must attract their reader s 
attention .so that they arc willing to read the entire ankle. 

The introduction section of an RA carries some persuasive value in that writers appeal 
to readers that their research project is important and useful (llunston, 1994). According to 
llunston (1994). in Ihc introduction. RA writers have to address two very important reasons of 
why they carried out their rcseatch project firstly, there is a kmiw ledge gap left from previous 
relevant studies, and, secondly, the knowledge gap occurs in an important topic. ITicse two 
di.slinctive issues arc equally important but should be expressed in different rhetorical ways. In 
addition, different writers, as well as writers from different disciplines, may use different 
discourse styles or features in addresstng these two different communicative units 

In the introduction section of an RA. tlie writer must answer two important questions: I ) 
why Ihc research topk is important or interesting and 2| why the research project is important or 
necessary. According to Swales ( 1990). in the context of international lournal. the first question 
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can he .insuetvil bv claiming that their reseaich topic is interesting, \alid, or classic, and that it 
has been investigated by many other rcscarcheis. The writer can also state tlw knowledge or 
pmcticc and phenomena which are related to the research topic. By doing so. R.^ writers appeal 
to readers to consider that their RA is worth reading. However, the success of such persuasive 
appeal may depend on the writer s credibility in the ey es of the readers; the more credible the 
RA writers the nwre successful the persuasion will be. 

Ihe second (|uestion can be answered by pointing at the gap found m the previous 
research or in the current knowledge of a particular rescatch topic m order to establish the niche 
♦or the present research (Swales. I WO; 2004). According to Sw ales, this is nonnally done by 
negatively evaluating or criticising items from the previous relevant research. TlieTe are four 
possible strategies of presenting negative ev aluation or criticism generally employed by RA 
writers: 1) showing disagreement m some way with the results of previous research and 
disptiting or challenging them; 2) pointing out that the results of the previous research lack 
validity and reliability; 3) expressing that they want to answer a particular question arising from 
the previous research; and 4) expressing that they want to look funber at the development of a 
partkuiar case. Swales ( IWO) suggests that these claims are crucial especially m a competitive 
research environment where researchers face a tight competition for a research space. In order 
to succeed in the competition, giving 'high-level claims* is ohen impoilani although this 
involves contradicting large bodies of the relev ant literature' in order to challenge assumptions 
made by previous studies (Swales. IWO 1 17) The logical and reliable challenge to Ihe already 
established knowledge or claims, although risky, is an important consideration lor research 
journal editors to consider whether or not a paniciilar RA can be publi.shed. 

THE KIIETOKICAI. STYLE OF ENtll.lSil RA IM RODHCTIO.NS 

Ihe rhetorical style of RA inttxxJuclion in international Joumais published in English generally 
lollows the pattern of 'create a reseaivh space" (CARS) as suggested Swales ( I9'j0:l41). In this 
pattern, an R.A introduction consists of three units or moves with different communicative 
functions. Each move contains of one or nuire subsequent units or steps with difTcrent 
communicative luiKtion aiming to desenbe each move in dctail.s in order to be niiwe easily 
understood In each subsequent unit or step, there can also be a smaller communicative unit. The 
rlietorical style of RA introduction in English according to the Swales" CARS model is 
presented in Figure I . 

.Move I: Fslablishing a territory 

Step I Claiming centrality; and or 

Step 2 Making topic genera li/at hints); and.'or 

Step 3 Rev icw ing Hems of prev ious research ' i 

Declining rhetorical elTorl 

Move 2: Esiablisbiiig a nirbr 

Step I A Counter claiming, or 
Step 1 1) Indicating a gap. or 
Step 1C Duestioii-raising; or 
Step ID Continuing a iradiliiHi 

Vk eakening know ledge claims 

Move 3: (K-cupyiag a iiirbe 

Step I .A Outlining purposes; or 
Step I B Announcing present research 

Step 2 .Announcing principle Ihiditigs , , 

Step 3 Indicating KA structure 

Increasing explicitness 

Figure I. The CAR.S Model ofFaulish R.A Introductions (Swales IWU:I4I) 
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As shown in figure I. roost of the steps in the CARS motjel are optional. In Move I, for 
example, only one step is mandatory while the other two steps are optional. However, one can 
also find an RA introduction containing all the three steps. Move 2. which is to establish the 
niche, can be expressed using one of the four possible steps. Move 3 can be delivered by using 
at least one of the three possible steps. According to Swales 1 1990), some steps arc optional os 
they are intended to accommodate a greater variety of communicative function in the 
introduction of more complex RAs. Swales hirther claims that the number of steps used in the 
introduction of an RA can determine the quality of the RA in terms of its rhetorical style. It is 
also important to point out that the number of steps is actually determined by many factors, such 
as the cultural values in the language of the RA. conditions in certain areas of research, 
rhetorical style options available in a particular language, the distinctive nature of research 
topics, and rhetorical style preferted by the individual writers. 

Swales (2004) revised his CARS model of F.nglish RA introduction. He particularly 
changed the steps in Move 2. In the new model, the niche is established based on input from the 
research findings, as presented in Figure 2 

( ^ 

Move I : Establishing a territory' (citation required) 

Via 

Topic generalizalions of increasing specificity 

Move 2: Fstablishmg a niche (citation possible) 

Via (Possible tecycling of 

increasingly specific 
topics] 

Step I A Indicating a gap 't t 

Or I 1 

Step I B Adding to what is known J 

Step 2 (optional) Presenting positive justification 

Figure 2. T he Revised CARS .Model (Swales 2904: 230) 

11ic inusi obvious difference between the old and the new CARS models is in Move 2 
(establishing a niche) As shown in Figure 2, in the new CARS model. Swales combines Step- 
lA (counter claiming) and Step-IB (indicating a gap) into a new Step-IA (indicating a gap). In 
addition. Step-IC (raising question) and Stcp-IO (continuing tradition) are merged into a new 
Step-IB (adding to what is known). He also adds an optional step or Step-2 (presenting positive 
justification) in Move 2. .According to Swales, this new model is potentially more flexible in 
accommodating for the varying environmental context of research from different fields. Yd. the 
main questions remain: I) whether or not the model of RA introduction from different 
disciplines in n particular language is the same; 2) whether or not the model of RA introduction 
from a particular discipline is the same in diffetenl languages: and 3) whether or not the model 
ofR.A introduction from different disciplines and in dilTerent languages it the .same 

THE RHETORIC AL STYLE OF INUO>iESIA.> R.A LNTRODLCTION 

Ihc way writers organize their ideas in RA Introductions has become a focus of interest in 
scientific discourse studies recently m Indonesia Studies on this topic have been conducted by a 
number of Indonesian scholars (among others Adnan. 2009; Mirahayiini. 2002; Arsyad, 200 1; 
20I3). Arsyad (200I) investigated the rhetorical structure of RA intioductions written in 
Indonesian by Imlonesian writers in ecimomics. psychology, and education. He found that the 
discourse style of RA iniroductinn in the corpus of his study was different from the one of 
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English RAs as reflected in Swales' ( WO) CARS model. According to An5>ad (:()0 1 ), some of 
the difTerenccs ol the Indonesian RA.s introduction in comparison to the one in English are as 
follows: I ) Tile introduction of Indonesian R.As has more moses and steps; 2) Move I . which is 
to establish a territors'. is built by referring to government policy to convince readers tlut the 
topic of the research project is iniportaiit, .?) Move 2. which is the pan in which a writer justifies 
a research project, is addressed by simply saying that the topic or the problem is necessary or 
interesting to investigate. In other words. Indonesian R.^ writers do not justify their research 
projects reported in their R.'\ intixnluctions as the ways English R.A writeis do. 

A comparative genre-based study of rhetorical style of RA introduction has been 
conducted by Mirahayuni (2002) by analy/ing the rhetorical style of Indonesian and English RA 
introductions written by Indonesian and English writers. Mirahayuni employed CARS to 
analyze the rhetorical style of the introduction sections of three grou(>s of RAs (20 RAs in 
English by English writers, 19 R.^,^ in English by Indonesian writers, and 19 Indonesian Ry\s by 
Indone.sian writers) in the field of language leaching or applied linguistics. She found significant 
differences between English RAs written by Hngli.sh writers and the ones written by Indonesian 
writers in ihe way they introduce and explain the importance of the research topic and research 
projects. To introduce and justify their research activities, English writers refer to the 
knowledge and findings of previous relevant studies. On the other hand, Indonesian wnters refer 
to more practical problems occumng in the community. Mirahayuni ccincliidesi that, for 
Indonesian writers, research activities were conducccd to address local problems and to be lead 
by smaller scope of readers. 

Another study was conducted by Adnan (2009) who analyzed ihc discourse style of RA 
introductions in the discipline of education. By using Swales' CARS as a model, .\dnan found 
that out of twenty-vine RA introductions wrinen by Indonesian writers, none fit the discourse 
style of English R.\ iniroductioii as suggested by Swales (1990). According to Adnan. in Move 
I (establishing a Icrritoiy). the majority of Indonesian RA writets address Ihe importance of 
their research topic by relcrring to practical problems faced by cither live society or the 
govcmmcnl in general rather than by a particular discourse community. EurtlicmHire, unlike 
Swales' model of Move 2 (establi-shiiig a nichcl. none of ihc Indonesian RA wnters justifies 
iheir research projects by discu.s.sing the gap in Ihc findings ot prev ious studies. Adnan pnrposcs 
a modified model of an ideal problem solulioii llPS) to capture the important discourse style of 
Ihe Indonesian RA inirnduclion .sections, tn particular for llie discipline of cducalkin. 

A recent research piojecl on tile rhetorical style of English RA introductions written by 
Indonesian speakers was conducted by Arsyad (2013). Arsyad's corpus consisted of 30 RAs 
taken from ihtee different inicraalional journals published in Indonesia (ITB Journal ol 
Engineering -Science, Acta Medica Indonesia, .iiul flB Jouraal of Science) Ars>ad'$ research 
findings correspond to the fiiulings of the prcviosi.s studies (i.e. Adnan. 2009; Mnahav uni. 2002; 
and Arsvad. 2001 ) which reveal the fact that Ihc rhetorical style of English RA inirnduclion 
section written hv Indonesian writers is ditferenl Irom the one vviilicn b\ Engli.sh wrrtcrs. One 
of Ihe dittcrences wa.s Ihe occurrence ol Move 2: the way writers support the importance ol the 
research activities, fhily 1$ (50%) of Ihc English RAs by lndoncsi.in writers li.ive Ihc move 
which can be classified as Move 2. In addition, out of 1 5 R.As. none ol them used Slep-I: 
counter claiming or justilying the impvirtance ol research aetiv ilies v>n the basis ol an cvalualiiiii 
or critiifuc on the previous rescareli results. IJcspitc the dinVreiices. Arsyad also tbund 
similarities between the rhetorical style of English R.A iniroduclions wniten by Indone.sian 
writers and the ones written by English wtilers. Both RAs had Move I (establishing a lemtoiy ) 
and Move 3 (occupying a niche). In addition, almost all of them used contrastive discourse 
markers, such as uhi/e, luneyer. and but. and also Ic.xical negations, such as icn Hmtltul. hta 
full ht'cn, and nrV let to assist readers in reading the article These sinularilies might have 
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oecunred since Indonesian writers used bnglish R.\s as the references for the discussion in both 
the RA intrvKJuction and discussion sections. 

I'be aforementioned studies are very important as they reveal how Ittdonesian 
academics of a particular discipline or group of discipliiK rhetorically write RA introductions 
However, these studies only invoh’e a small number of RAs as sample of the study. Tht 
findings of these studies need to be reevaluated and cunfirmed by studies with a larger c«t^«f 
RA introducuons in the same field of discipline and in the same language. This study ' 
important because, as pointed out by Shi-xu (2005). although discourse studies of a 1 
and/or culture other than English is often leftuut or forgonen. these studies are important 1o 
produce balanced intbiraation in the lilcraluie and objective perception of academic society 
members at large on these languages and cultures. This study aims at investigating the argument 
style of Indonesian RA inlaxJuctions written by Indonesian academics published in Indonesian 
research journals in social sciences and humanities. This study is also intended to evaluate the 
eligibility of the Problem Justifying Project (PJP) pattern proposed by Arsyad (2001) — further 
explanation of PJP b given below — to represent the rhetorical style of Indonesian RA 
introductions by analyzing a larger corpus of RA from more varied disciplines (compared to that 
of Arsyad's (20(11 ) study ) 

The main questions addrcs.scd in this study are the following: 

a) What communicative units arc found in the introduction sections of Indonesian RAs in 


social sciences and humanities and published in Indonesian research journals? 

b) How- do Indonesian writers argue for the importance of their rcscaivh topic repotted in their 
Indonesian R.A introductions in social sciences and humanities published in Indonesian 
research journals? 

c) How do Indonesian writers argue for the import.mce of their research projects reported in 
their Indonesian RA introductions in social scknccs and hum.tnilies published in Indonesian 
research journals? 

To answer the above questions, genre-based analyses were cisoductcd on the inlroduclion 
sections or200 Indonesian R.As publislied in Indonesian research journals in social sciences and 
humanities. 


METHOD 

The corpus of this study comprised 200 Indonesian R.As taken from research journals in the 
ticlds of language studies, literature studies, sucbl sciences and law sciences published in 
Indonesian research journals. These articles were chosen to represent Indonesian RA genre in 
the field of social sciences and humanities. Ihc disiribuliun of the journals and the number of 
the R.As is summarized in ’(able I below. 


Table I. The Dblribution of R.As in the Corpus of this Study 


No. 

Fields 

Code 

Number of R-As 

PcrcenlaKc* 

1. 

1 .ansuastc studies 

LOS 

50 

25% 

2. 

l.itcmtuie studies 

LTS 

50 

25% 

3. 

Social sciences 

SOS 

50 

25% 

4. 

l.aw sciences 

I.AS 

50 

25% 

Total 



200 

100% 


Kliclurical analyses were done only on the introduction section of the R.As in the corpus of this 
study in order to answer the rc.scarch questions. 

In this study, a communicative unit or move in the iiitroductiisn section of the R.As was 
de lined as follows: 
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a clause or a set ol' clauses or a paragraph which shows a clear indication of a 
specific identifiable communicative purpose, signaled linguistic clues or 
inferred from specific information in the text. The communicative units or 
moves in a particular text together develop a set of communkalive purposes 
relevant to the genre of the text (Arsyad. 2001; 82). 

Smaller communicative units in this study were considered as a sulvcomniunicative unit or 
Step. In line with Arsyad (2001). in this study, a step was defined as follows: 

[a| segment of a te.xt containing a particular form rhetorical work necessary for 
realizing the communicative purpose of a move. Steps arc strategies for 
encoding communicative purposes. The steps are mostly signaled by linguistic 
and discourse clues in the text or are inferred from the context (p.83). 

A segment in the text, such as a clause<s) or a poragrnpb(s), w as considered a move or a step if it 
had a distinctive and identifiable communicative purpose or fuiKtion. 

The processes of identify ing communicative units in tlie introduction section of RAs 
were done following the procedures suggested by Dudley-fivans (I9<)4) which were the 
following: I ) search for move structure by identifying move borders; 2) use a clause or a simple 
scntcftce as the .smallest unit of analysis, and 3) use independent raterfs) to validate the analysis. 
In details, the analysis processes went through the following steps: first, read the title and sub- 
titles. the abstracts and key terms in the RAs to gel a rough understanding of the content of the 
RAs. Second, read the whole RA and divide it into the main sections of introduction, methods, 
results and discussion and conclusion (IMRDC'). Third, read the introduction section of each RA 
again to look for the av.iilable linguistic and di.sctHirse clues, such as conjunctions, specific 
lexicons and discourse markers. Fourth, identify the possible communicative units in the RA 
introduction by using linguistic and discourse clues and also the rcsearehers' judgment based on 
their interpretation of the text. Fifth, identify the common discourse style of the RA introduction 
in particular the pan in which Indonesian RA writers justified their research topic and research 
project Fiiuilly, ask an independent rater to do the same procedure on samples of RA 
introduction sections in order to ensure the validity and reliability of the results of the analysis. 

The smallest unit analysis in this study was a clause or a simple sentence because it was 
unlikely that a single clause can address more than one communicative purpiwe as a clause 
should have only one topic or subject and one comment or preslicale. Ihe identification of 
moves in the discussion section of R/Vs was conducted by using linguistic and discourse clues 
such as. formulaic expressions, particulai lexical items, cohesive markers, and other kinds of 
discourse clues, such as sub-fitles or sub-scclion titles, paragraph as a unit of ideas, or by 
infening from the information contaiitcd in the text. Tltese clues enabled the researchers to 
segment the text into moves and identify the move boundarits. 

1 his study employed the Problem Justifying Project (PJP) pallem suggested by Atsyod 
(2001 ) as a mosJel for the macro and micro rhetorical aiulyses tn which .iti RA introduction may 
have up to four different moves as shown in the follow ing figure. 
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Move I (.iitablisliine Shared SchvniMla by; 

Slep A: Defining key terms; aiiil/or 

Step B: Giving a slum history of the lescarch field; and'or 

Step C: Describing the geographical setting of the research; and'or 

Step U; Making a general claim. 

Move 2 Establi.shine the Research Field by; 

Step A IntrodiK'ing the actual research topic, andi'or 
Step B: Identity ing the research problem or phenomena; 

Step Referring to the government policy; and 
Step D: Review ing the current knowledge and practice. 

Move 3 .luslifying the Present Reseurrh Pnijeet by: 

Step A Indicating a gap in prev inns study results; or 

Step B: Claiming that the topic ha.s never or rarely been invc.stigalcd: or 

Step C; Claiming that the topic is necessary to investigate; or 

Step O; Claiming interest in investigating a particular topic. 

Move 4 .Announcing the Present Research by; 

Step .A: .Announcing the research purposes; and'or 

Step B; Staling the research ijuestions; and'or 

Slep C: Describing the spccilic features of the research; and’or 

Slep D; Stilling the expected hcncllts of the research: and'or 

Step F.: Announcing the principal findings; and/or 

Step F; Proposing the research hypothesis; and/or 

Step G: Suggesting a solution to the research problem. 

Figure 3. The P.IP Rhcliirlral Model for Indonesian RA InIroduclioDS 

A little modification has been made to the original PJP model in which Slep C of Move I 
(Referring to the government policy) was moved to Step C of Move 2. This is hccau.se the 
rhclurk of •referring to the government policy' can be considered as the RA writer’s strategy to 
justify their research topic. Since the majority of research projects in Indonesia are supported by 
government funding; therefore, a research project must deal with the government policy ur 
program. Thus, a particular research topic is coasidcred ini|>onant if the research results may 
help the govemmeiil understand and/ur solve the possible practical problems in the community. 
The micro analysis focused on the ways Indonesian writers justified their research topic (Move 
2) and the ways they justified their research piojeel (Move 3). The present study employed PJP 
as a model, instead of CARS, because the corpus of this study was similar to that of Arsyad's 
(2001 ) study in terms of the language and the writers (Indivncsian). 

RF~S|l|.TS AND DIS( tSSIDN 

An independent ratci involved in this study was a lecturer at the Indonesian education 
department of teacher training and education laculty ol Bengkulu Univetsity who h.vd n Ph.D 
degree in Applied Linguistics, first, the independent rater was told how to identify the possible 
moves and steps in the texts following the procedures described above. She was given two 
weeks to identify the moves and steps in 20 (10%) randomly selected R.A introductions from the 
corpus of this study Inter-ralei conelatioii aiuilysis results showed about 1$ out 20 R.As (7S%| 
agreement; the inter-rater disagreement oeciirred in the frequency of uccurrencc of the steps of 
•Move 2 and Move 3. No di.sagreement occurred in the identification and catrgori/alion of the 
moves (Moves I, 2. 3 and 4) in the R.A introduction sections. Tile disagieemeiils were then 
discussed further in order to look for an agreement before further .iiialyscs were conducted 
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The Main Communicative irnilii in the Indonesian RA Inlroduclloiu 

The data anaJysLs result<i oi the nuin communicative units found in the introduction section of 

Indonesian RAs in tlte discipline of social sciences and humanities were presented in fable 2 

below 


Table 2. The Main Ciiminuniratnc I nits in the Indonesian RA Introductions 




Journal IJisciiilini-s 




1 he Main 

Communicative Units 

Social 

Sciences 

n=S0 

l.iteralure 

Studies 

0=50 

Language 

Studies 

n-SO 

Law 

Sciences 

n=50 

Total 

N=20O 

% 

Move 1 (B&Ublishing 

shared .schemata) 

40 

44 

46 

48 

178 

89% 

Move 2 (Establishing 

the research field) 

50 

42 

48 

47 

187 

93.5% 

Move 3 (Justifying the 

present research 
project) 

16 

23 

20 

25 

87 

43.5% 

Move 4 (Announcing 

the present research) 

41 

35 

36 

28 

140 

70% 


As shown in Table 2. the majority of the RA introductions in the corpus of this study 
have Move I. 2 and A: however, only some of them (87 or 43.4%) have Move 3. This implies 
that the PJP model proposed by Arsyad (2(K)I) can represent the main communicative units in 
the Indonesian RA inliuduclions in the field of social sciences and humanities As also shown in 
Table 2. justifying the research posjecl (Move 3) is considered to be not important by 
Indonesian writers — at least, it is not as important as establishing the shared schemata (Move I) 
and establishing the research field (Move 2). ProbahK. Indonesian RA writers assume that the 
content of Move 2 (Establishing the research field), such as identifying the research problem, is 
convincing enough to justify their research project reported in the article. In fact, according to 
Nachmias and Sachmias (1976). idcntilying and stating research problems is a universal 
strategy of justify ing the importance of particulai icsearch project. As mentioned by Nachmias 
and Nachmias ( 1976 10) the problem is “ an mtcllectual stimulus calling for a response in the 
form of a scientific answer .ind since scicntisis arc problem solvers, therefore, it is reasonable 
if in their research, scicnti.sis raise problems to ground their research. 

fable 2 also shows tiul only 140 RA intosiluctions (70%) have Move 4 (announcing the 
present research). Writers arc cspccted to announce the important featutes of ihcir research 
prviject. such as lesearch questions and rn objectives, significances of the study , principle 
findings and research hypotheses in the introduction .section of their R.\s in order to attract 
readers attention lo read the whole article. Ihis is because the mam function of R.A intrsiduction 
is lo convince readers that the research topic aiMl research project reported in the RA is 
interesting and important and ihcrefoiv it is worth reading (flunston. 1994. Arsyad. 2001: 
Swales and I cak. 1991, and Swales and Najjar. |9g7) SubseqiKiitly . RA writers must provide 
necessary inldmuilion of their research project in their RA iniroductioas ( Bcichei. 20O9| 

Juslifiraliiiu for the Importance of the Research Topic (Move 2) 

The second question ol this study is how Indonesian writers argue for the importance of their 
research topic The data analysis results of the frequency of steps of Move 2 is presented in 
Table 3 below. 
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Table 3. The Wayi Indonesian W'ritcr!i .luMiry their Research Topic (Move 2) 


1 he Writer's Ways of 
Justify ing Ihe Re.search 
Topic 


Journal Disciplines 




Social 

Sciences 

n=50 

Literature 

studies 

n=50 

Language 

Studies 

n=50 

Law 

sciences 

n=50 

Total 

N=200 

% 

.A Introducing the 
actual research 
topic 

30 

4S 

19 

26 

120 

60% 

B Identifying Ihe 
research problem 

26 

34 

33 

28 

121 

60.5% 

C Referring to the 
govemment policy 

IS 

10 

5 

33 

63 

31.5% 

D Reviewing the 
currcct knowledge 
and practices 

41 

40 

41 

33 

155 

77.5% 


Tabic 3 shows that the majority of Indonesian writers suppon the importance of their research 
topic by simply introducing the actual research topic (Step-A): identify ing the research pix'blcm 
(Step-B) and'or reviewing the current kmiwledgc and practices related to the research topic 
(Step-D); however, only some of them also address tlie government policy (Step-Cl. The 
examples of the rhetorical worl identified as the ways Indonesian writers justify their research 
topic in their RA introductions (Steps A. U. C and D) ore given below; 

1 . Puiiiii /Mfrempuim nmg lenktpiil Mam luintt .uistra diaplidtem baik oleh pengarang loh-kiki 
maupwi /K'rdHtputiii Sagtingnya (MJa mtal prrkemhimgun karyu yasira Imkuwiiu htmm 
karyn pcngarimg lak-laki yang Jiperhitungkan HiCikmgkan kioya p^ngarimg /n-remimm 
durnggnp hanyx! srbiigai kxirya popular yang Hxiak layak diperhitungkan tSiepA: LTS-ll 
(The world of women has been writer in literary- works by both male and female writers. 
Unlortunately, at the beginning of the development of Indonesian litemiy works, only ihe 
works of male writers were considered as high-quality literary works The works of female 
writers, on the other hand, were only regarded as popular works and could never he 
classified as high-quality literary works.) 

2. Mi'nurut {kuraixv Shihab. nlkah stri mMah Mh tiKnunil hukum islaat lelapi diifial 
mengiikihalkan dxaa bagi pelakmui. karfiia HH'ltmggur kylenluiin pemerinlah. Aturan Uld 
Amri horns diliirtili setomo lidak herienitmgoH dengtui hukum hukum Allah (Slvp ft L1S-25J 
(According to Quraish Shihab. unregistered marriages arc legal under Islamic law, hut it can 
result in sin as it violates government regulations, (iovemment rules must be obeyed a.s far 
as they do not contradict the taws of God). 

3. Padti piaal JO Undang-L'ndang Oaxor 194S dwhulkoii hahwa hohasa Inthutrsia adolah 
hohsisa ncgxira. Selanjulmxi bahnsa Jndom’.siu juga diMthut sthugiu hahosa Masiunat, 
hohasa admmistrasi \cgoro. dan dih-lapkan sebagai bahasa pengantar xii nrkotoh-xs’kolah 
PenetopaH bidhtso fndimesiu Mhagat hahasa pcngitnlar tfalam pnxses peinhelaiarim di 
semuit ienfang /temiuhkim imtara lain lerliusng slalom Vndsmg-Undsmg Sisdiknas. Pasal 33 
Aval I .SonuH- 20 lahun 2003 tSiep C LGS-lJl 

(In Article 3(1 of the Constitution of 1945, it is stated that Indonesian is the oflkial language of 
the country . It ls also suited that Indonesian is the natioiul language, the language of Ihe Slate 
administration, and also established as the language of education The use of Indonesian as a 
means of instruction in leaching and learning process at all levels of education is also .slated in 
Ihe Natiimal Tducalion Act 012003. .Article 33 Paragraph 1 No. 20). 
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4. Menuru) fiaJuJti flVHS. 14/ lerdaptH lima penman radio, yaita: a} memherikan informasi, 
b) memherikan bimbingan. c) menyiarkan ilmu pengelahuan. d/ membenkcm hiburan, dan 
e) membiiui bahasa Indonesia vang haik dan benar (Step D: LG.S-33/ 

(Avcnrding to RaJiuJii (I488;I4), there are five roles of radio broadcasting, namely: a) to 
provide information, b) to provide guidance, c) to broadcast knowledge, d) to provide 
entertainment and c) to foster good and correct Indonesian). 

In English RA conventions, the research problem is a key issue of a research. Diiy 
(1996:30) states that “any piece of research is built around a design, which begins with 
identifying a problem and then the issue that guides our understanding." Day further points out 
that research is designed mainly to find the answer to a specific problematic question. 
Correspondingly. Swaks (1990140) argues that problems arc central to research in many 
disciplines, by saying that "problems or research questions or unexplained phenomena are the 
life blood of many research undertakings " The format of research questions can be in the form 
oi questions in the Ibrmal of a hypothesis statement as Travers (1969) has noted. Travers 
further suggests that research problems can be staled in terms of a question for which the 
proposed research is designed in iirder to obtam an answer. Sometimes, the question is referred 
to os a hypothesis. 

The strategics of Indonesian writers ui justifying their research topic, as identified in the 
corpus of this study, arc slightly dilTercnl from the ones commonly used by the writers of 
English R.As The obvious difference is in the occurrence of Step-C (referring to the government 
policy) in the IndorR'sian RA introductions as one way to justify the research topic. fhLs step 
docs riot exist in the English RA introductions. The possible reason for the presence of this 
rhetorical work is that research projects in Indonesia are mainly funded by using government 
fundings. A research project can only be financially supported if it deals w ith the gos emment 
program or policy and the research results arc expected to help the government to solve 
practical problems in the society Thus, to win the government research (iinding, researchers 
must relate their research topic to the government programs nr policies. 

The Ways Indonesian W riters .Instify their Research Project (Move 3) 

The last research question addressed in this study is how the Indonesian writers argue lor the 
importance of their research project reported in the article The data analysis results are 
presented in Tabk 4 below . 


fable 4: .Arguiiu iit Style of the W riters for the Importance of the Research Project 


The Writer's Ways of 
Justifying the Research 
Project 


Journal Disciplines 




Social 

sciences 

n=50 

l.iterature 

studies 

n^50 

Language 

studies 

n-50 

Law 

scictKcs 

n-SO 

lotal 

N=200 

% 

A Indicating a gap in 

prc\ ions studies 

4 

S 

6 

4 

19 

9.5% 

13 Claiming that the 

topic has never been 
or rarelv investigated 

3 

4 

4 

• 

II 

5.5% 

C Claiming that the 

topic is necessary to 
investigate 

6 

8 

4 

10 

28 

14% 

1) Claiming interest in 

investigating the 
topic 

3 

6 

6 

II 

36 

18% 
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As shown in Table 4. Indonesian writers justify their research project b)' using one of the four 
possible ways or Steps A, B. C or D. Below arc examples of the steps of Move 3 taken from the 
corpus: 

1 . Karya i/m/oft th’itgati aneka prmbahaxan di alas, mexkipun sama-.uima herprndapal lenlang 
pemingnya pemak-peniik iiifal huJaya Islam Indonesia sebagai solusi allemalif bagi 
kerangka bina-damai. akan MapI liilak secara spesifik memhahai hagaimtmti nilal-nilal 
hma-damai sufislik cerita pewayangan. Oleh karenanyn penuUsan karya ilmiah ini hukan 
/lengulangan ktiiian-luyian ilmiah lerdahulu dengan mengainhil lema dan analisis kajian 
yxmg soma (Step A: LTS- 14) 

(Although all of the above scientific works argue for the importance of Islamic cultural 
values as an alternative solution for peace-building framework in different wa^s. they do 
not specifically discuss the values of peace-building of ‘Sufi’ puppet stories. Therefore, this 
scientific paper is different from previous scientific studies although it is of similar theme 
and field of anal>'sis.) 

2. Kekhasan bahasa Shnangkabau ragam ado! sangal menarik untuk dikaji Apaiagi selama 
ini, belum begilu banyxik perhalion para sarjana bahasa mengkaji bahasa Minangkabau 
ragam adat ini. (Step B: LGS-20) 

i The charaaerislics of indigenous variety of Minangkabau language is very interesting to 
study. In addition, only few linguists have studied this variety of Minangkabau language.) 

3. Samun tialam lalanoi lebih hesar. i>engrmbalian asset korupsi musih belum vflimat 
penanganannyxi. untuk ilu layak pembentukxm Lembaga Perampasan Aset. Berduiarkan 
kepada uraian lersehul di alas dalam penelitian ini, penutu mrnganggap penting masatah 
ini imtiik dilelilL maka penults mengambU lema mengenai pengassttsxm intern deparlemen 
dim lindaklanjutnya. (Step C:L4S~l6i 

(However, in a larger scope, the recovery of the corruption assets is still not optimally 
handled: hence, the establishment of the agency of Asset Confiscation becomes ncccs.saiy. 
Based on the above description, tJie writers consider that this issue must be investigated: 
accordingly, the theme of this study is the implementauon of internal control structure and 
its further action.) 

4. lialiun rangka inengunalisis lebih /auh efektixuas upayxt pemberantasan lindak pidana 
perilagangan orimg di Kola Bengkulu. peneliti lerlarik untuk mengka/i lebih /auh lema 
tersebut (Step D: LAS-J4I 

(In order to further analyze the effectiveness of the effotu to combat human trafficking 
crime in the city of Bengkulu. researchers arc Interested in investigating thishspic frirther.) 

As also reflected in Table 4, only few Indonesian w riters explain the importance of their 
research project by indicating a gap found in previous relevant studies. Indonesian writers tend 
to avoid giving a negative evaluation or criticism towards the work of otllers especially in 
academic writing. Keraff W2) argues that the rcastsn why Indonesian writers rarely criticize 
other people’s views is because criticizing other people, especially those who arc older or have a 
higher social or economic status, is considered culturally impolite. According to Keraf, this is 
not an ideal attitude for scientUts because the main objective of scientific work is to find the 
truth. Conrsponding to Kerafs argument, ethnographers such as Saville-Troikc (1982) and 
Ciudykunst and Ting-Toomey (1988) also argue that, unlike Western cultures. Ea.stcm people 
such as Chinese. Koreans, and Japanese consider group harmony and collective value very 
important. They prefer to keep silence over boldly criticizing other people Indonesian academic 
writers .seem to adojit the same view when wntmg academic texts in Indonesian: that is avoiding 
criticizing or pointing at weaknesses of u4ber people, in order to keep the group’s harmony or 
nut to be considered impolite or appear face-threatening. 
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/Vnolber possible explanation for the Indonesian writers' reluctance to negatively 
evaluate other people’s work is because they do not see the need to do so. Ilicy, for example, do 
not have to compete for a research space or even to obtain a place in a journal publication in 
their own field of discipline in Indonesia. The claim that research on a particular topic is 
nonexistent or has never been reported may have been considered to be a convincing appeal 
from the writers to readers in order to accept that the present work is necessary and important. 
This is in line with the convention of RA writing in Indonesia which requires Indonesian 
researchers to express in their intruduction that the research problem of their research really 
exists (Rifai, 1995). Accordingly, convmcing readers that the research project was conducted 
because there was a practical problem on an important topic has lieen considered scientifically 
satisfactory. 

The Indonesian writers' strategies in justifying their research project is dilTcrcnt from 
the ones by English RA writers. Ihc obvious difference, as shown in Table 4. is the use of 
'Claiming interest in investigating the topic' or Step-D of Move 3 in the PJP model which b not 
available in Swales' C.ARS model. One of the possible explanations for this condition is that 
Indonesian writers think that they can justify their research project by simply prcitenting and 
proving that there is a practical problem oecurring in the society. If there is a problem on an 
important topic then a research activity is ncccsttary in order to investigate the causes of the 
problem or to find the best solution for the problem. .Ahhough similar studies may have been 
conducted elsewhere, the results of those studies are not vvcil socialized or distributed since 
comniunicalion between academics or researchers through seminars or conferences is infrequent 
and research rcpor1.s ate rarely published. This is why Indonesian writers lend to focus on local 
research contexts, rather than national or international ones, witliout considering the holistic or 
universal effect of their scientific works. 

A similar comment has been made by Soepamo et al. ( 1 9g7 cited in Arsyad, 2001 K who 
Slate dial, in writing academic texts. Indonesian writers rarely consult indices of work carried 
out or articles written on Indonesia, such as /n<Mr Majiilah llmiiih Imkmesia (Index of 
Indonesian Scientific Periodicals) which is published by Piaat Ookumentiui thm /nfitrmMI 
flmliih /.em/idgo llnm Pengelahuan Indonesui (Center for Scientific Documentation and 
Inidrmalion of Indonesian Institute of Sciences). In other words. Indonesian writers do not 
allcmp to relate their current works to the most recent works that has been conducted in 
Indonesia or eLsevvhcrc. The findings of this .study support the argument that Indonesian RA 
writers do nut altcmpl to find out whether .studies relevant to or similar to their works have been 
carried out by other people in other places. Instead, they use their own findings to justify' their 
studies. 

rONCLl'.SION A.M> Sl.fifiF.STlffN 

Indonesian writers who vvrtle in social sciciKcs and luimaniiies journals have their own 
rhetorical style of R.A introductions which are diflercnt from the ones found in English RAs. 
There arc three important findings that can be reported in this study. First, the majority of 
Indonesian RA inlioductions have Move I. 2 and 4. However, only few of them have Move 3 
(justifying the present research). Second, the majority of Indoncsuin writers justify their 
research topic simply by reviewing the present knowledge and research pmcliccs and'or 
identifying the teseaich problems. Third, in cimtra.st to what is commonly found in English RA 
introductions, very lew Indonesian RA writers attempt to evaluate the work of others in 
prev lous relevant studies in orrier to justify their research project. 

It is suggested that when writing an RA in English, the Indonesian writers must modify 
their rhetorical style to match Ihc ore acceptable by English readers, in particular to justify their 
research topic and project. They need to support the impcirtance of their research project by 
evaluating the weaknesses and shortcomings of previous relevant studies in order to fill Ihc gap 
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on an imporlanl topic. By so doing, it is expected that the chance tor their manuscript to be 
accepted for publication in an intenuitional journal is hi(^r. 

NOTK 

* We would like to thank an anonymous reviewer ibr very belphil comments on the earlier draft. 
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